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DETAILED ACTION 

Applicant's election with traverse of species II (claims 12-14) in the reply filed on 
1 1/24/08 is acknowledged. The traversal is on the ground(s) that there would be no 
burden to examine both species and that the examiner has not shown how there would 
be a burden especially since both species are both classified in the same class and 
subclass. This is not found persuasive because despite being classified in the same 
class and subclass, as explained in the restriction requirement sent on 10/24/08, each 
species has certain features that are unique to that species and not found in the other 
species. This means that an updated search for each species would lead to searches 
in some fields that do not overlap. This means that certain classes and subclasses 
would be considered for one species, but not the other. Further, the key words used to 
search for subject matter in one species would be different than the other species. Note 
further that applicant's specification discloses that the figures to which each of these 
groups are drawn (i.e. Species I, claims 3-11 and 49 are drawn to Figure 9 while 
species II, claims 12-14, are drawn to Figure 8) represent different 
embodiments/species of what applicant considers to be the invention, see page 1 1 . 
Having to search for what applicant's specification has admitted to be different 
embodiments/species is a burden of time. 

The requirement is still deemed proper and is therefore made FINAL. 

This application contains claims 3-11 and 49 which drawn to an invention 
nonelected with traverse in the reply filed on 1 1/24/08. A complete reply to the final 
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rejection must include cancellation of nonelected claims or other appropriate action (37 
CFR 1 .144) See MPEP § 821 .01 . Claims 12-14 and 50 were examined. 

Response to Amendment 
Applicant's amendments and arguments directed to claims 12-14 and 50 were 
fully considered, but are moot in view of new rejections made below in response to the 
amendments. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 12-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by "SSH 
FAQ - Manpage of ssh", herein referred to as sshfaq. 
Claim 12: 

As per claim 12, sshfaq discloses: 
1 . Issuing a command by a first reliable context to read application content (p1 -2). 
Note that the ssh command can be used to execute remote commands on a 
remote terminal. The terminal/shell from which the ssh command is issued from 
can be considered a first reliable context since it is located on a local machine 
and could even be executed from a "root" account, which has administrative 
rights. The [command] parameter passed to the ssh command is executed on a 
remote machine, which if the user's identity is properly authenticated, would 
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cause an application content on the remote machine to be read and/or executed 
remotely by a context on the remote machine. Note that one can tell that "root" is 
an existing account because the operating system discussed by sshfaq is Solaris 
(p10). One can also consider a context to be reliable if it is a shell program-the 
claim does not define what makes a context reliable or unreliable. 

2. Identifying whether the command is a reliable request or an unreliable request 
based on the syntax of the command (p1-2). The ssh command as seen under 
the "SYNOPSIS" section takes a parameter "-I login_name". As one skilled in 
the art should appreciate, the login_name could either be "root" or some other 
user's identity belonging to the remote machine. The exact identity specified 
would determine the permission of the remote shell provided by the ssh 
command. For example, if "root" is specified, the command can be considered a 
reliable request since the syntax of the ssh command identifies "root" as the 
account from which [command] is to be executed. However, if "root" is not 
specified, then one can consider that the ssh command is not a reliable request 
since the syntax of the ssh command has not necessarily specified someone with 
administrative access rights. As such, the syntax of the ssh command can be 
considered to identify if the ssh command is a reliable request or not. In this 
case, the request is considered reliable if it specifies "root" as a parameter of the 
ssh command. 

3. Generating a second reliable context corresponding to the application content 
and accessing the application content according to the second reliable context 
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when the command is the reliable request (p2, next to last paragraph). Note that 
if the user is authenticated, a remote shell is provided which allows access to 
application content on the remote machine. All access to content on the remote 
machine from the moment of authentication is provided via the remote shell. 
4. Generating an unreliable context and accessing the application content 

according to the unreliable context when the command is an unreliable request 
(p2, next to last paragraph). Instead of providing a remote shell, depending on 
the syntax of the ssh command issued from the local terminal, the server could 
just carry out the command specified by [command]. To carry out the command 
at the remote machine, a context at the remote machine has to be created. 
Since this situation only provides access to the to application content on the 
remote machine once per ssh command on the local machine, the context 
generated by the remote machine to carry out the command can be considered 
an unreliable context. 
Claim 13: 

sshfaq further discloses wherein the application content corresponding to the 
second reliable content is recorded on a disk mounted in the network accessible 
apparatus (p1 , first paragraph under "DESCRIPTION" section). The section discusses 
who ssh provides access to a remote machine over a network. One should appreciate 
that computers on a network has their data stored on a mounted disk. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 50 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over "SSH 
FAQ - Manpage of ssh", herein referred to as sshfaq, in view of applicant's admitted 
prior art discussed in the specification, herein referred to as AAPA. 
Claim 50: 

sshfaq does not explicitly disclose wherein the application content is a program 
written in the Java programming language, a script program, or a markup document. 
However, sshfaq's remote machine is a network accessible apparatus (p1, first 
paragraph under "DESCRIPTION" section). Further, AAPA discloses that application 
content being a program written in the Java programming language, a script program, or 
a markup document was well known in the art at the time applicant's invention was 
made (paragraph 3). At the time applicant's invention was made, it would have been 
obvious to one skilled in the art to modify sshfaq's remote machine's application content 
so that it is a program written in the Java programming language, a script program, or a 
markup document. It would have been obvious to do so because having one type of 
application content for another is nothing more than simple substitution of one known 
element for another to achieve predictable results. 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

Claim 14 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See M PEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to PONNOREAY PICH whose telephone number is 
(571)272-7962. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:00am-4:30pm Mon-Thurs. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kim Vu can be reached on 571-272-3859. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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